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[R. 76/R.R.-RR./2006 (RR)] 
3Tr^R 
Rf^, 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, llie 7th August, 2006 

O. N. 76.—Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied that each of tlie contesting candidates specified in • 
column (4) of the table below at the Bye-Elections to the Legislative Assembly in the State of Uttar Pradesh as specified in 
column (2) held from the Constituency specified in colunm (3) against his name has failed to lodge tlie account of his 
election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the rules made thereunder as shown in 
column (5) of the said Table; 

And whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 
after due notices a nd/or die Election Comnussion after considering the representation made by them, if any, is satisfied that 
(hey have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, m pursuance of Section lOA of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares die 
persons specified in column (4) of the table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member of either 
House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legisladve Council of any StateTJnion Territory for a period of 
three years from the date of this order;— 
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TABUE 

SI. 

No. 

Particular of 

Election 

SI. No. and 

Name of 
Constituency 

Name and Address of 
Contesting Candidates 

Reason of 
Disqualification 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1. 

By-election 
to the Legislative 
Assembly, 
of the State of 

Uttar Pradesh, 2006 

166-BCauriram 

ShriKoel Alias Harinath, 
Shivpuri New Colony, 
Gorakhpur, 

Uttar Pradesh. 

Failed to lodge 
any account of his/her 
election expenses. 

2. 

-do- 

2 W-Mohammadabad 

ShriBhagelu, 

ViU-Baijalpur, 

Post-Mohammadabad, 

Dist-Ghazipur, 

Uttar Pradesh. 

- -do- 

3. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Jaigovind, 

MU-Amrupur, 

Post-Amrupur, 

Dist-Ghazipur, 

Uttar Pradesh. 

-do- 

4, 

-do- 

-do- 

ShriTriloki, 

ViU-Sherpur Khurd, 
Post-Sherpur, 

Dist-Ghazipur, 

Uttar Pradesh. 

-do- 


[No.76/UP>LA/2006 (Bye)] 
By Order, 
LALIT MOHAN, Secy. 


M 7 2006 

37T. 3T. 77. M-i-i STFlk ^ ^ W t ^ ^ Wfr ^ (2) W 2005 

pciPiRud stMto. 1951 

-^’q (5) T^’ w f^EpT ^rqf ^rter ^ 3ww m t; 

sfn, ^ xn: -qt W ^^Middl % 1^ ^ t 

qqi ^c(N:r 3TT?fl^ ^ ^ TFTT t % ^ W 1^ ^ ■q^ '^iwn 'qi ”4 n11^ qi\ f; 

3T^,'W^ ^ 3Tft4Pm^?4ni 10-’^^ (4) ^ 

'qt7Tq;q‘^'qTf^Ti^/TR7i^ w=q ^ ^ 

3(T^ ^ TTRmf ^ #=F ^ ^ «hl^l=jf^ fJd^d.RI Tdlf^d 'sfc WT t I 
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[IT. 76/?tt^-f^.TFl./2005 (6)] 


3T^ T7f%f^ 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the Ttli August, 2006 

O. N. 77 . —Whereas, the Election Commission of India is satisfied that the contesting candidates specified in 
column (4) of the Table below at the General Election to the Legislative Assembly held from Haryana in Febmary, 2005 as 
specified in column (2) and. held from constituencies correspondingly specified in column (3) against their names have 
failed to lodge accoimt of their election expenses, as shown in column (5) of the table, as required by the Representation of 
the People Act, 1951, and to Rules made thereunder. 

And whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 
after due notice of the Election Commission, after considering the representation made by them, if any, the Election 
Commission is satisfied that they have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 10 A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares tlie persons 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member of either House 
of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State/Union Territory for a period of three years 
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SI 

Particulars of 

Number and 

Name and Address of 

Reason of 

No. 

Election 

Name of Assembly 
Constituency 

Contesting Candidate 

Disqualification 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1. 

General Election 
to the Legislative 
Assembly of 
Haryana-2005 

3-Sadhaura 

(SQ 

Mohinder Singh, 

MU. - Lawani, 

P.O.-Kalawar, 

Teh. - Jagadhri, 

Distt. - Yamuna Nagar, 
Haryana 

Failure to lodge 
account of election 
expenses. 

2. 

-do- 

6-Jagadhri 

Pradeqp Kumar, 

Mil. -Bhagwangarh, 

P.O. - Jagadhri, 

Distt. -Yamuna Nagar, 
Haryana 

-do- 

3. 

“do- 

-do- 

Ram Pal Kashyap, 

127/16, Kashyap Chank 
Gharaunda, 

Kamal, Har>'ana 

-do- 

4. 

-do- 

21-Radaur(SC) 

Gurdev Singh, 

MU. & EO. Topra, 

Kalan Distt., 

Yamuna Nagar, 

Haryana 

-do- 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

5. 

General Election 
to tile Legislative 
Assembly of 
Haryana-2005 

3 l-Meham 

Krishan, 

W. and P.O. Bhaini Chanderpal, 
'Ibh.rMehain, 

Distt. - Rohtak, ■ 

Haryana 

Failure to lodge 
account of election 
expenses. 

6. 

-do- 

-do- 

Kashmir, 

MU. and P.O. Fannana 

Khas, Teh, -Mehain, 

Distt, - Rohtak, 

Haryana 

-do- 

.7. 

-do- 

-do- 

Dalip Singh, 

MU. and P.O. Madina 

Korsan, Teh. Meham, 

Distt. - Rohtak, 

Haryana 

-do- 

8. 

-do- 

-do- 

Balwan, 

T rit . T? .. . 

viu. aim r. w. i'mxiiaiut 

Khas, Teh. Meham, 

Distt. - Rohtak, 

Haryana 

-do- 

9. 

« 

-do- 

38-Baroda(SC) 

Sanjay, 

MU. - Siwanifa, 

P.O. - Chhatehra, 

Tbh: - Gohana, 

Distt. - Sonepat 

Haryana 

-do- 

iO. 

-do- 

-do- 

HaiiKishan, 

Mll.andP.O.Chidana, 

Teh. - Gohana, 

Distt. - Sonepat, 

Haryana 

-do- 

11. 

-do- 

39-Gohana 

Jatender, 

MU. and P.O. BhainswalKalan, 
Teh. - Gohana, 

Distt. - Sonepat, 

Haryana 

-do- 

12. 

-do- 

-do- 

Kidar Singh, 

MU. - Shamri, 

Teh. - Gohana, 

Distt. - Sonepat, 

Haryana 

-do- 

13. . 

-do- 

-do- 

Tbjinder, 

RNo.299,WardNo.3, 

AdrashNagar, 

Gohana, 

Distt. - Sonepat, 

Haryana 

-do- 

14. 

-do- 

-do- 

Ravneet Singh, 

MU.-andPO.Gudha, 

(Kalli^iariya), 

Teh. - Gohana, 

Distt, - Sonepat, 

Haryana 

-do- 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

15. 

General Election 
to the Legislative 
Assembly of 
Haiyana-2()05 

41-Sonepat 

Mukesh, 

H.No. 944-A, PreinNagar, 

West Ram Nagai, 

Sonepat, 

Haryana 

Failure to lodge 
account of election 
expenses. 

16. 

-do- 

42-Rai 

Devender, 

Vill. Seveli, 

P.O. Jhaklioli, 

Distt.-Sonepat 

Haryana 

-do- 

17. 

-do- 

-do- 

Dalel, 

ViD. and P.O. Nahri, 

Teh. and Distt.-Soiiepat, 
Haryana 

-do- 

18. 

-do- 

-do- 

Bhupender, 

Vill. and P.O. Kuniaspur,, 

Teh. and Distt.-Sonepat, 
Haryana 

-do- 

19. 

-do- 

60-Sohna 

Idrisir, 

\^1. Dhunela, 

RO.-Sohna, 

Distt. Gurgaon, 

Haryana 

-do- 

20. 

-do- 

-do- 

Ran4)ir, 

VUlTikii, 

T>r\ 

Teh. and Distt Gurgaon, 
Haryana 

-do- 

21. 

-do- 

80-DarbaKalan 

Tiilok Chand, 

\ilL Haiyiia, 

P.O.-Hanjira, 

Teh. and Distt. Sirsa, 

Haryana 

-do- 

22. 

-do- 

82-Siisa 

Shiv Kumar, 

Bharat Nagar, 

Ward No. 11, 

Hisar, 

Haryana 

-d0“ 

23. 

-do- 

84-DabwaIi(SC) 

DarshanaDevi, 

Ward No. 7, 

Mandi Dabwali, 

Haryana 

-do- 

24. 

-do- 

86-Rewari 

Satish Kumar, 

H. No, 575, Yadav Nagar, 
BudhpurRoad, 

Rewaii, 

Haryana 

-do- 

25. 

-do- 

■^ 0 “ 

SitaRam, 

Mil. Matiuia Asampur, 

Teh. and Distt. Rewari, 
Haryana 

-do- 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

General Election 

87-Jatusana 

Udham Singh, 

Failure to lodge 

to the Legislative 


Mil. an^ PO. Boria 

account of election 

Assembly of 
Haryana-2005 


Kamalj^, 

Teh. and Distt. Rewari, 

Haiyansf 

expenses. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sunita DeM, 

MU. and PO. Kanina, 

Teh. and Distt. Mahendergarh, 
Haryana 

-do- 


[No.76/HNiA/2005 (6)] 
By Order, 

K, AJAYA KUMAR, Secy. 


18 SPTH. 2006 

3TT. 3T,78,-^ ^rfferfwr, 1951 (1951 ^ 43) ^ W 106 ^ ^RcT 1^1#^ 3^T%r 2004 ^ 

^ 11 ^ (TI^ 29 2005 ^ t I 

^ 3ffM ^ '4* W t I) 

. ' • [^fnM82/?.'Sl.-#.U/]l/2004 (f^.)] 

3n^ if, 


^1= 1 8th 2006 

O. N.78.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 (4^ of 1951), the Election 
Commission of India hereby publishes the Judgement dated 29tli November, 2005 of the High Court of Judicature at 
All ahabad, A11 ahabad in Election Petition No, 11 of2004. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF, JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD 
CIVILSIDE 

ORICHNALJURISDICnON 

DATED ALLAHABAD THE 29-11-2005 

PRESENT 

THEHON’BLE S. P. MEHROTBA,......JUDGE 


ELECnONPETmONNO. 110F 2004 
Order onthe Petition of Bhola Pandey 

Inre 

Bhola Pandey Son of Sri Basdeo 
Resident of Milage and Post Moon 
Chhapara, Thhsil Basdih, Distt. BaUia 

Versus 

1 HariKewal SonofRamLochan 
Resident of Village Sohnag Road, 

Salenipur, Dj strict Deoria. 


Petitioner 


Petitioner 
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2. Riiiiia Sliakar Rajbhar Son of Bangali 

Resident of Milage Shivpur, - 

Post Cliliapauli, Tahsil Rudiapur, Distt Deoria. 

3. Onkar Nath Son of Manager 
Resident of Village and Post Andila, 

District Deoria. 

4. GulabChandGi^ta SonofRamdhyan 
Resident of Milage and Post Lahasani 
District Ballia. 

5. Gauri Shankar Tripathi Son of Doodh Nath 
Sakin Birani, Post Ajana, 

District Deoria, 

6. Rajdhari Singh Son ofRama Shankar 
Resident of Milage Uharao, 

Post Ghundi, 

District Ballia. 

7. Rajesh Sahani Son of Awadh 
Resident of Milage Tikar, 

Post Sohgoura, 

District Gorakhpur. 

8. Rani Badan Kaul Son of Jamuna Prasad 
Resident of Milage and Post Barauh, 

District Ballia. 

y. Shaukat All Son of Ahmed All 

Resident of Milage and Pn.st Pinraiili 
Banagaiiv District Ballia. 

10. Heera Lai Son of Ram Swaroop 
Resident of Milage Karaudi, 

PostMajhawalia, • 

District Deoria^ 

11. Utta 111 Bihari Kushwaha Son of Sakai Deo Bihari, 

Resident of Milage and Post Khedav Anchal Under 
District Shivan (Bihar). 

12. Upendra Son of Ram Prasad 
Resident of Milage and Post Sonadash, 

DistrictBallia. 

13. Kailash Son of Jatan 
Resident of Village Husenpur, 

PostJalauli, 

DistrictBallia. 

14. Bhola SonofSriKrishna 
Resident of Milage Tatil, 

Post Navalpur, 

District Deoria. 

....Respondents. 

Counsel for the Petitioner: Sri D. S. P. Sin^ 

Sri C. S. Shaima 
Counsel for the Respondents : 


By the Court 
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THF OATP^TP np IWnTA ATrr:iTCTio nf\nA/cn A\M\TA -lo 


[FAK.! 11 —:^c. 3(m)j 


Court Na 48 

Election Petition No. 11 of2004 

Bhola Pandey .PetitioiKT 

Vs. :■' 

Hari Kewal and others ' .Respondents 

Hon. S.P. Mehrotra, J. 

Pursuant to the order dated 11-11-2005, the case is listed today. 

By the order dated 6-8-2004, notice was directed to be issued to the respondents fixing 19-11-2004 by ordinary 
process as well as by Registered Post. It was, inter alia, further directed that notice of the Election Petition would also be 
published in a Newspaper selected by the Registrar General, as per the provisions of Clause (b) of Rule 6 of Chapter X V-A 
of the Rules of the Court, 1952. The said order dated 6-8-2004 is quoted below: 

“Issue notice to the respondents fixiug 19th November, 2004 by ordinary process as well as by registered post. 

Notice of Election Petition will also be published in a newspaper selected by the Registrar General as per the 
provisions of danse (b) of Rule 6 of Chapter XV-A of the Rules of the Court, 1952.” 

Pursuant of the said order dated 6-8-2004, the Election Petition was listed on 19-11-2004. The Office submitted its 
Report dated 19-11-2004, inter alia, stating that the learned counsel for the petitioner had not taken steps till date, in 
compliance with the said order dated 6-8-2004. 

As S/Shri D. S.P Singh and C. S. Sharma, learned counsel for the petitioner had sent illness slips on the said date, 
i.e., 19-11 -2004, the case was passed over and was directed to be listed on 21-1-2005. Thp order dated 19-11-2004 is as 
follows: 

k 

“Parsuant to the order dated 6-8-2004, the case is listed today. 

Office has submitted its report dated 19-11-2004 which is quoted below; 

'In compliance with the Court’s order dated 6-8-2004, the petitioner’s counsel has not taken step till today. The case 

is put up for orders ” 

Today, S/Sri D.S P. Singh and C. S. Sharma learned counsel for the petitioner have sent illness slips. 

In the circumstances, the case is passed over, and is directed to be listed on 21 -1 -2005.” 

The case was, thereafter placed before the Court on 25-1-2005 with the office Report dated 25-1-2005 to the effect 
that the learned counsel for the petitioner had not taken steps till date. On the said date, i.e., 25-1-2005, Shri D.S.R Singh, 
learned counsel for the petitioner had sent illness slip. In the circumstances, the case was adjourned, and was directed to 
be listed on 18-3-2005. The order dated 25-1-2005 is quoted below: 

“Shri D.S .P. Singh, learned counsel for the petitioner has sent illness slip today. 

In the circumstances, the case is adjourned today. 

Liston 18*3-05.” 

Pursuant to the said order dated 25-1-2005, the case was listed before the Court on 18-3-2005 with the Office Report 
to the effect that the learned counsel for the petitioner had not taken steps till date, 

On the said date, i.e., 18-3-2005, S/Shri D.S.P. Singh and C. S Sharma, learned counsel for the petitioner had sent 
illness slips. In the circumstances, the case was adjourned, and was directed to be listed on 6-5-2005. The order dated 
18-3-2005 is reproduced below; 

“Pursuant of the order dated 25-1-2005, theHection Petition is listed today. 

S/Sri D. S.P. Singh and C.S. Sharma, learned counsel for the petitioner have sent illness slips today. 

In the circumstances, the case is adjourned today. 

List the Election Petition on 6-5-2005.” 

Pursuant to the said order dated 18-3-2005, thecase was listed before the Court on 6-5-2005 with the Office Report 
dated 6-5-2005 to the effect that the learned counsd for the petitioner had not taken steps till date. 

On the said date, i.e., 6-5-2005, S/Shri D.S.P. Singh and C.S Sharma, learned counsel for the petitioner had again 
sent illness slips. In the circumstances, the case was adjourned, and was directed to be listed on 22-7-2005 peremptorily. 
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The order dated 6-5-2005 is as under: 


Pursuant to the order dated 18thMarch, 2005, the Election Petitioner is listed today. 


S/Sri D.S.P. Singh and C.S. Sharrca, learned counsel for the petitioner have sent illness slips today. 
In the circumstances, the case is adjourned today. 


As the illness slips are being repeatedly sent in the present case by the learned counsel for the petitioner, the case 
is directed to be listed on 22nd July, 2005, peremptorily.” 

Pursuant to the said order dated 6-5-2005, the case was listed Peremptorily on 22-7-2005 with the Office Report 
dated 22-7-2005 to the effect that the learned counsel for the petitioner had not taken steps till date. 

On the said date, i.e., 22-7-2005, Shri D.S.P. Singh and learned counsel for the petitioner was present, and he 
prayed for adjournment of th^ case so as to enable him to obtain instructions from the petitioner, 

In view of the prayer made by Shri D.S.P. Singh, learned counsel for the petitioner, the case was adjourned, and was 
directed to be listed peremptorily on 16-9-2005, The order dated 22-7-2005 is as follows: 

"Pursuant to the order dated 6th May. 2005, the case is listed nerempiorily today 

Case called out in the revised list. 

Shri D.S.P Singh, learned counsel for the petitioner is present. He prays that the case may be adjourned today so 
as to enable him to obtain instructions from the petitioner, 

111 view of the prayer made by Shri D.S.P Singh, learned counsel for tlie petitioner, the case is adjourned today. 

Listonl6thSept. 2005, peremptorily. ” 


Pursuant to the order dated 22-7-2005, the case was sent as an unlisted case on 16-9-2005 with the Office Report 


dated 16 9 2005 to the effect that the learned counsel for the petiuonci Iiad not talvcit slepi ull uaie. 

On flic said dfltc i r 1^^-9-9005 siijH ri SP iRHrnedfor the petitioner wac present and he prayed for 
further time to obtain instructions from the petitioner, as mentioned in the said order dated 22-7-2005. 


I n view of the prayer made by Shri D.S.P Singh, learned counsel for the petitioner, the case was adjourned, and was 
directed to be listed peremptorily on 11-11-2005. It was, inter alia, further observed in the order dated 16-9-2005 that no 
further time would be granted to the learned counsel for the petitioner to obtain instructions, as mentioned above. 

The ord er dated 16-9-2005 is as follows: 

“Pursuant to the order dated 22nd July, 2005, the case has been sent today as an unlisted case before tliis court. 


Office has informed the Court that the case has been incorrectly listed today Court No. 9, instead of Court No. 48. 


Case called out. 


Shri D.S.P. Singh, learned counsel forthe petitioner is present. He prays that further time be granted so as to enable 
him to obtain instructions from the petitioner, as mentioned in the order dated 22nd July, 2005. 

In view of the prayer made by Shri D.S.P. Singh, learned counsel for the petitioner, the case is adjourned today. 

List on 11th November, 2005 peren^torily. 

It is made clear that no further time will be granted to the learned counsel for tlie petitioner to obtain instructions, 
as mentioned above.” 

Pursuant to the order dated 16-9-2005, the case was listed before the Court on 11-11-2005 with the Office Report 
dated 11 -11 -2005 to the effect that the learned counsel for the petitioner had not taken steps till date. 

On 11-11-2005, ShriD.S.P. Singh, learned counsel for the petitioner had sentillness slip. 

In the circumstaiu:es, the case was directed to be listed peremptorily on 29-11-2005, i.e. today. The order dated 
11-11 -2005 is as follows: 


"Pursuant to the order dated 16-9-2005, the case is listed today. 

On 16-9-2005, the case was adjourned on the prayer made by Shri D.S.P Singh, learned counsel for the petitioner 
so as to enable him to obtain instructions from the petitioner, as mentioned in tlie order dated 22-7-2005. It was fiirthcr 
directed by the said order dated 16-9-2005 that the case would be liirted peremptorily on 11 -11 -2005 {/. e., today). 
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It was further made clear in the said order dated 16-9-2005 that no fiirtJier time would be granted to the learned 
counsel for the petitioner to obtain instructions, as mentioned above. 

Pursuant to the said order dated 16-9-2005, the case is listed today in the Cause List. However, despite direction 
having been given for listing the case peremptorily, tlte same has not been marked peremptorily in the Cause List. 

Office IS directed to submit Report as why the said direction given in the said order dated 16-9-2005 has not been 
complied with. 

Shri D.S.P. Singh, learned counsel for the petitioner has sent illness slip today. 

In the circumstances, the case is directed to be listed peremptorily on 29-11-2005. 

Office will ensure that the case is marked peremptorily in the Cause List. 

The case will be listed amongst the cases listed at the top of the Cause List of the said date.” 

Pursuant to tlie order dated 11-11-2005, the case is listed today, i.e., on 29-11-2005 with the office report dated 
29-11 -2005 to the effect that the learned counsel for the petitioner has not taken steps till date. 

Today, the case has been taken up in the revised list. Learned counsel for the petitioner are not present, 

F roni tlie above narration of facts, it is evident that despite repeated adjournments, steps have not been taken so 
far on behalf of the petitioner for issuance of notice to the respondents and for publication of notice of the Election Petition 
in the newspaper, as per the directions given in the order dated 6-8-2004. 

As noted above, even though the case has been taken up in the revised list today/ learned counsel for the 
petitioner are not present. 

9 

In the circumstances, the Court has no option but to dismiss tlie Election Petition for want of prosecution. 

The Election Petition is accordingly dismissed for want of prosecution, 

Dl.29-[1-2(X)5, Sd/- 

. (S.P Mehrotra) 
[No. 82/UP-HP/l l/2()04(Alld.)] 
By Order, 
LALIT MOHAN, Secy. 
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